'Make my day' challenges 
Weisberg after criticism 


Under U>e singularly appropriate headline, "Attack 
positions, not persons,” Bruce Ivins, In common with a 
few others who do not like what I have written about 
Roy Meachum, does exactly what he says should not be 
done — he attacks me personally without attributing 
even a single factual error to me. 

With a Meachum-like trick, he suggests that readers 
”Read the whole piece.” 

How many people does he really believe saved and 
can refer to the papers of a week ago, or — what would 
be necessary for understanding — Mea chum’s column 
of two weeks ago? 

Events have overtaken all of us, and what we have 
written can be measured by those events. So I invite 
Mr. Ivins to go back to the Meachum column I 
addressed, published in the Frederick Post on Oct. 2, 
and compare it with my commentary on it, with 
developments in the Senate’s consideration of the Bork 
nomination to the Supreme Court and with what has 
since been published about it, particularly the vote in 
the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

Haying been so free and unfaithful to reality in his 
flacking for Meachum, who somehow seems entirely 
unable as well as unwilling to defend himself, I also 
challenge Mr. Ivins: produce a single inaccuracy in 
what I wrote. Just onel 

In return I issue a dare to him: Pick out what you 
regard as any unfair opinion I offered about 
Meachum ’s column, that one, or any other I have 
addressed, and I’ll respond with precise fact to explain 
it. 

I don’t really care about Mr. Ivins’ personal attack 
on me and I was entirely un worried and undeterred 
when, without mentioning my name, Roy Meachum 
threatened a libel suit. I do suggest, however, that 
personal attacks, entirely out of context and without 
mention of the undisputed fact in what I wrote, are the 
ultimate in bankruptcy in any kind of controversy. It is 
also unmanly. 

If Mr. Ivins is more than a Hack for Meachum, I 
suggest that he might select from what he himself 
• quoted of what I wrote, pretending that I had offered 
opinion only when that is not true, what I described as 
“venomous,” “ridiculous” and unfactual in 
Meachum’s “Dark days” column. If Mr. Ivins will put 
his reputation where his mouth is, I’ll put mine on the 
specifics in the facts I’ll provide. 

Make my day! 

And If he does not, that will say more than enough to 
put him where he belongs. » 



HAROLD WEISBERG 
Frederick 




